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1. Exception filed on behalf of the 

respondent no.4 to the report filed on behalf of 

the respondent CESC Authorities is taken on 

record. 

2. The petitioner complains of inaction on 

the part of the respondent CESC Authorities in 

effecting electricity supply in favour of the 

petitioner at the petitioner’s residential 

premises. The report filed by the CESC 

Authorities reveals that the petitioner has been 

enjoying electricity supply through a meter 

which stands in the name of the petitioner’s 

father. 

3. The electricity licensee contends that 

the electricity supply initially stood in the name 

of the landlady of the premises and the same 
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was transferred in the name of the petitioner’s 

father upon request. 

4. The distribution licensee asserts that 

effecting separate metered supply in favour of 

the petitioner would lead to splitting of load. 

5. Regulation 14 of the West Bengal 

Electricity Regulatory Commission (Recovery of 

Expenditure for providing New Connections) 

Regulations, 2013 provides that if request for 

supply of electricity is declined on the ground of 

splitting of load, the applicant/intending 

consumer would have to approach the relevant 

Grievance Redressal Officer for appropriate 

decision and it would be the onus of the 

applicant/intending consumer to show that the 

electricity supply requested would not lead to 

splitting of load. 

6. In such view of the matter, no 

mandatory order as sought for by the petitioner 

can be passed on the present writ petition. The 

petitioner has an alternative statutory forum to 

approach.   

7. The writ petition is therefore, not 

entertained. WPA 13312 of 2026 stands 

dismissed.  

8. This order shall, however, not preclude 

the petitioner from approaching the relevant 

Grievance Redressal Officer which with 
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appropriate representation/application in terms 

of the Regulation 14 of the appropriate 

regulation.  If such representation/application is 

made, the Grievance Redressal Officer shall 

consider and dispose of the same in accordance 

with law expeditiously. 

9. Urgent photostat certified copy of this 

order, if applied for, be supplied to the parties 

subject to compliance with all requisite 

formalities. 

 

                          (Om Narayan Rai, J.)  


